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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 27 October 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 1 , 29, 
32-35, 37-39, and 55 and to the newly added claims 59 and 60 have been addressed in 
the rejections below. 

2. Furthermore the applicant argued that Johnson does not teach a broadcast- 
packet-processing device. The examiner points to col. 53, lines 16-48, wherein Johnson 
shows DSP 78 which functions as a broadcast-packet-processing device. 

3. The applicant also argued that OToole does not mention determination of 
whether "boot-control code has previously been executed." The examiner points to col. 
11, line 63-col. 12, line 13 wherein OToole teaches the claimed limitation. 

4. Moreover, the applicant argued that Walker fails to disclose directing a device to 
enter a process-initial-address-assignment mode and an ignore-initial-address- 
assignment mode. The examiner reaffirms the previous rejections for the claimed 
limitations. 

5. The applicant argued that Krause teaches devices that are hardwired to have two 
(or more) specific addresses during manufacture. The examiner points to col. 7, line 54- 
col. 8, line-6, wherein Krause shows addresses that are not hardwired. 

6. The applicant argued that Baker does not teach a "multi-channel device, having a 
Slave Initial Boot Packet Processing Device." The examiner points to col. 12, lines 44- 
62. This paragraph clearly teaches the invention as claimed. 
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7. The examiner reaffirms the combination of Baker in view of Brooks since the 
motivation to combine resides in Brooks, see paragraph 39. In conclusion, the prior arts 
of record teach the invention as claimed. 



Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Johnson (6,366,578) and Walker et al. (5,862,338). 

10. As per claim 1 , Johnson teaches a system comprising: a broadcast-capable 
switch (col. 53, lines 16-48); a host processor operably coupled with the broadcast- 
capable switch (column 10, line 63-column 11, line 18); a first broadcast-packet- 
processing device operably coupled with the broadcast-capable switch (column 1 1 , 
lines 19-27); a second broadcast-packet-processing device operably coupled with the 
broadcast-capable switch (column 11, lines 28-37); and at least one of the first 
broadcast-packet-processing device and the second broadcast-packet-processing 
device operably coupled with the host processor (column 12, lines 35-61), the host 
processor being configured to selectively transmit an attend signal to the at least one of 
the first broadcast-packet-processing device and the second broadcast-packet- 
processing device to which is operably coupled (col. 8, line 55-col. 9, line 10: wherein 
enabling automatic internal negotiation serves the function of an attend signal). 
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11. As per claim 2, Johnson teaches a system wherein said at least one of the first 
broadcast-packet-processing device and the second broadcast-packet-processing 
device operably coupled with the host processor comprises: the first broadcast-packet- 
processing device and the second broadcast-packet-processing device operably 
coupled with the host processor (column 12, lines 35-61). 

12. As per claim 3, Johnson teaches a system wherein said at least one of the first 
broadcast-packet-processing device and the second broadcast-packet-processing 
device operably coupled with the host processor comprises: the first broadcast-packet- 
processing device operably coupled with the host processor (column 11, lines 28-37); 
and the second broadcast-packet-processing device operably coupled with the first 
broadcast-packet-processing device (column 10, line 63-column 11, line 18). 

13. As per claim 4, Johnson teaches a system wherein said broadcast-capable 
switch comprises: an Ethernet-capable switch (column 15, lines 28-49). 

14. As per claim 5, Johnson teaches a system wherein said Ethernet-capable switch 
comprises: a shared medium Ethernet switch (column 12, line 62-column 13, line 6). 

15. As per claim 6, Johnson teaches a system wherein said Ethernet-capable switch 
comprises: a non-shared medium Ethernet switch (column 9, line 63-column 10, line 
20). 

16. As per claims 7 and 9, Johnson teaches an Ethernet-broadcast-packet- 
processing device and an Ethernet-capable switch operable coupled by a shared 
medium (column 11, line 41-column 12, line 23 and column 3, lines 18-41). 
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17. As per claims 8 and 10, Johnson teaches an Ethernet-broadcast-packet- 
processing device and an Ethernet-capable switch operably coupled by a non-shared 
medium (column 11, line 41 -column 12, line 23 and column 3, lines 18-41). 

1 8. As per claim 1 1 , Johnson teaches a system wherein said first broadcast-packet- 
processing device comprises: an address-assignment-recognition device (column 7, 
lines 21-47). 

19. As per claim 12, Johnson teaches a system wherein said second broadcast- 
packet-processing device comprises: an address-assignment-recognition device 
(column 7, lines 21-47). 

20. Claims 55, 59, and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by OToole et al. (6,345,294). 

21 . As per claim 55, OToole et al. teaches a system and a method comprising: 
receiving a broadcast packet having an initial boot-up message comprises: determining 
that boot-control code has previously been executed; and sending an acknowledgment 
(column 12, lines 42-64). 

22. As per claim 59, OToole et al. teaches a method of booting a computing device, 
the method comprising: receiving a broadcast packet having an initial boot message 
(col. 7, lines 36-60); when a boot-control code has not previously been executed by the 
computing device (col. 12, lines 42-64): executing the boot control code in response to 
the received broadcast packet (col. 11, lines 8-25); and sending an acknowledgement 
(col. 12, lines 14-21); and when the boot-control code has previously been executed by 
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the computing device, sending an acknowledgement in response to the received 
broadcast packet (col. 12, lines 42-64). 

23. As per claim 60, OToole et al. teaches a method wherein the computing device 
comprises a broadcast-packet processing device (col. 8, lines 17-34). 

24. Claims 1 3-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Walker 
et al. (5,862,338). 

25. As per claims 1 3 and 21 , Walker et al. teaches a method comprising: directing at 
least one of a first broadcast-packet-processing device and a second broadcast-packet- 
processing device to enter an ignore-initial-address-assignment mode (column 6, line 
52-column 7, line 10); directing the first broadcast-packet-processing device to enter a 
process-initial-address-assignment mode (column 50, lines 15-37); transmitting a 
broadcast packet containing payload having an address-assignment message intended 
for the first broadcast-packet-processing device (column 55, lines 26-36); directing the 
second broadcast-packet-processing device to enter a process-initial-address- 
assignment mode (column 8, line 59-column 9, line 24); and transmitting a broadcast 
packet containing payload having an address-assignment message intended for the 
second broadcast-packet-processing device (column 55, lines 37-61). 

26. As per claims 14 and 22, Walker et al. teaches a method wherein said directing a 
first broadcast-packet-processing device and a second broadcast-packet-processing 
device to enter an ignore-initial-address-assignment mode comprises: forcing a first 
attend-ignore line associated with the first broadcast-packet-processing device into an 
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ignore value (column 57, lines 1-17); and forcing, substantially simultaneously with said 
forcing the first attend-ignore line, a second attend-ignore line associated with the 
second broadcast-packet-processing device into an ignore value (column 26, lines 36- 
60). 

27. As per claims 1 5 and 23, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said directing 
a first broadcast-packet-processing device and a second broadcast-packet-processing 
device to enter an ignore-initial-address-assignment mode comprises: forcing a first 
attend-ignore line associated with the first broadcast-packet-processing device into an 
ignore value (column 57, lines 1-17); and forcing, sequential to said forcing the first 
attend-ignore line, a second attend-ignore line associated with the second broadcast- 
packet-processing device into an ignore value (column 53, lines 1-23). 

28. As per claims 16 and 24, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said directing 
the first broadcast-packet-processing device to enter a process-initial-address- 
assignment mode comprises: forcing a first attend-ignore line associated with the first 
broadcast-packet-processing device into an attend value (column 13, lines 11-26). 

29. As per claims 17 and 25, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said directing 
the second broadcast-packet-processing device to enter a process-initial-address- 
assignment mode comprises: forcing a second attend-ignore line associated with the 
second broadcast-packet-processing device into an attend value (column 13, lines 34- 
55). 

30. As per claims 1 8 and 26, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said forcing a 
second attend-ignore line associated with the second broadcast-packet-processing 
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device into an attend value comprises: the first broadcast-packet-processing device 
forcing the second attend-ignore line associated with the second broadcast-packet- 
processing device into the attend value (column 11, lines 14-39). 

31. As per claims 19 and 27, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said 
transmitting a broadcast packet containing payload having an address-assignment 
message intended for the first broadcast-packet-processing device comprises: 
transmitting a broadcast packet containing payload having an address-assignment 
message intended for the first broadcast-packet-processing device until an 
acknowledgment from the first broadcast-packet-processing device is received (column 
20, lines 24-44). 

32. As per claims 20 and 28, Walker et al. teaches a method, wherein said 
transmitting a broadcast packet containing payload having an address-assignment 
message intended for the second broadcast-packet-processing device comprises: 
transmitting a broadcast packet containing payload having an address-assignment 
message intended for the second broadcast-packet-processing device until an 
acknowledgment from the second broadcast-packet-processing device is received 
(column 21, lines 10-32). 

33. Claims 29-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Krause et al. (5,590,285). 

34. As per claims 29 and 34, Krause et al. teaches a method comprising: receiving a 
broadcast packet containing payload having an specific-address assignment message 
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(column 2, lines 50-56); accepting an address assignment as indicated by the specific- 
address assignment message (col. 7, line 66-col. 8, line 6); and sending an 
acknowledgement upon completion of said accepting the address assignment as 
indicated by the specific-address assignment message (co. 2, line 57-col. 3, line 8). 

35. As per claims 30 and 35, Krause et al. teaches a method, wherein said receiving 
a broadcast packet containing payload having a specific-address assignment message 
comprises: receiving a broadcast packet containing payload having an specific Media 
Access Control (MAC) address assignment message (column 2, line 57-column 3, line 
8). 

36. As per claims 32 and 37, Krause et al. teaches a method, further comprising: 
receiving a second broadcast packet containing payload having the specific-address 
assignment message (col. 8, lines 7-17); recognizing that an address assignment as 
indicated by the specific-address assignment message has already been achieved 
(column 11, lines 3-9); and sending an acknowledgment of the address assignment 
indicated by the specific-address assignment message (column 11, line 66-column 12, 
line 14). 

37. As per claims 33 and 38, Krause et al. teaches a method, further comprising: 
receiving a second broadcast packet containing payload having a second specific- 
address assignment message (col. 8, lines 7-17); determining that an address 
assignment different from the specific-address has previously been accepted (column 
17, lines 16-48); and ignoring the second specific-address assignment message 
(column 17, lines 49-60). 
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38. Claims 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Baker 
(6,081,852). 

39. As per claim 39, Baker teaches a system comprising: a packet switch; a host 
processor operably coupled with the packet switch (column 6, lines 13-23 and column 
29, lines 35-50); a first multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet 
Processing Device, operably coupled with the packet switch (column 7, lines 10-27); 
and a second multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet Processing 
Device, operably coupled with the packet switch (column 5, lines 14-25). 

40. As per claim 40, Baker teaches a system, wherein said first multi-channel device 
is substantially indistinguishable from said second multi-channel device (figure 1 , items 
30 and 32). 

41 . As per claim 41 , Baker teaches a system, wherein said first multi-channel device 
is substantially indistinguishable from said second multi-channel device comprises: said 
first multi-channel device having a first a boot-control code Read Only Memory (column 
4, lines 25-44); and said second multi-channel device having a second boot-control 
code Read Only Memory substantially similar to the first boot-control code Read Only 
Memory (column 5, line 51-column 6, line 4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

42. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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43. Claims 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baker (6,081,852) as applied to claim 39 above, and further in view of Brooks et al. 
(2001/0039600). 

44. As per claim 42, Baker teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 39 above but 
fails to teach a system, wherein said first multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial 
Boot Packet Processing Device, operably coupled with the packet switch comprises: a 
first packet-processing device, having an assigned address, uniquely coupled with the 
first multi-channel device. However, Brooks et al. teaches a system, wherein said first 
multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet Processing Device, operably 
coupled with the packet switch comprises: a first packet-processing device, having an 
assigned address, uniquely coupled with the first multi-channel device (see Brooks et al. 
paragraph 0031). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the system of claim 39 to a system, wherein said first 
multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet Processing Device, operably 
coupled with the packet switch comprises: a first packet-processing device, having an 
assigned address, uniquely coupled with the first multi-channel device in order to 
minimize system latency and data buffering for certain peripherals. 

45. As per claim 43, Baker teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 39 above but 
fails to teach a system, wherein said second multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial 
Boot Packet Processing Device, operably coupled with the packet switch comprises: a 
second packet-processing device having an assigned address, uniquely coupled with 
the first multi-channel device. However, Brooks et al. teaches a system, wherein said 
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second multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet Processing Device, 
operably coupled with the packet switch comprises: a second packet-processing device 
having an assigned address, uniquely coupled with the first multi-channel device (see 
Brooks et al. paragraph 0035). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of claim 39 to a system, 
wherein said second multi-channel device, having a Slave Initial Boot Packet 
Processing Device, operably coupled with the packet switch comprises: a second 
packet-processing device having an assigned address, uniquely coupled with the first 
multi-channel device because a MAC address allows other devices in the network to 
locate specific ports in the network and to create and update routing tables and data 
structures (see Brooks et al. paragraph 0009). 

46. As per claim 44, Baker teaches the mentioned limitations of claims 39 and 43 
above but fails to teach a system, wherein the second packet-processing device having 
an assigned address comprises: the second packet-processing device having an 
assigned Media Access Control address. However, Brooks et al. teaches a system, 
wherein the second packet-processing device having an assigned address comprises: 
the second packet-processing device having an assigned Media Access Control 
address (see Brooks et al. paragraph 0035). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the systems of claims 39 
and 43 to a system, wherein the second packet-processing device having an assigned 
address comprises: the second packet-processing device having an assigned Media 
Access Control address in order to allow other devices in the network to locate specific 
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ports in the network and to create and update routing tables and data structures (see 
Brooks et al. paragraph 0009). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




